YThe ment of Peter Y. Cutler,
Be .:Ellu.'-l- e

. Othors, before
milttes of the Hoard of Aldermen of the Clty
of New ¥ delivered March 1, 1554, In the
Matter l.'l.ch;n "MI to Broad-
way, through Trinliy Chorr! wrd.
Mx. CHARMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE CoOM-

Myrres:;—The question upon which on are delibe-
rating is of such magnitnde that it re ieves me from
the & 1 should otherwise feel to be your due,
for ing up any more of your time, in an l!lemrt
%0 speak upon a topic already illustrated hy the elo-
quence uI'Ptlu y learned associate.  But 1 do not pro-
to repeat auything which has been so well said
‘!:;:::.mu“ pardon me for directing your attention
for s moment, ot the outset of my remarks, to an
expression of the learned connsel of Mr. Boorman,
He tendered me s bappy compliment, for which 1
should have felt wll the more grateful if 1 were quite
sure that it was designed 1o secure me a more fa-
vorable consideration from your committee, In ad-
pition to the compliment, he was pleased to allude

8o my remark, that [ appeared for who had a
Righer interest in  opposi the opening of this
strect than that represented by mere property; and

then he said that he did not know what that * higher
iaterest’” was; but supposed it to be somewhat ukin
#o the * higher law."
Let us for & moment, then, examine the question,
whether there be any higher interest than that of
¥ 1 ls the learned couneel furnishing us with
a sound principle of legislation, or an exalted rule of
patriotic action, when he thus ignores the existence
of any * higher interest” than that of mere money
Educin property? | had always supposed that
b H% ts of person '’ were of more appreciation in
the light of the law, of reason and of patriotism,
than mere ““ right of property.” The * right of

1790 to 1804, Richard Harrison was & vestryman in
| 1743, He was recorder of the city from” 1797 to

| im 1770, and,
| ois Lewis was o vestryman from 1754 to 1786, and
| mo one can forget that he was one of the signers

|
| anything. But where is the evidence that Trinity

l York, or any more inclined to toryism than the

1
l

| tection of the C:

personal liberty "—the right to the free enjoyment |

of life while we live—and certainl
8o the narrow house to which the ! :
eongign us when we die, involve a ** higher iuterest "
than that of property. If it be not so, then was our
revolution a vain expenditure of blood and of trea-
wure. Our forefathers fought for liberty—that re-
liberty which they were denied in the old
world, and which they sought in the forests of the
mew ; liberty of conscience, liberty of speech, freedom
of the pre=s, and the right to enjoy their own domes-
tic hearthstones free from molestation : and these
liberties they fondly believed they had secured.
They eought, in a word, that freedom from oppres-
sion and those liberties which secured them the un-
melested enjoyment of the inalienable rights of man
—** life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness;” these
were the libertics which our forefathers sought, and
for these liberties, and to preserve them ag an in-
waluable treasure for their posterity, the battles of
the Hevolution were fought. And shall it be said,
In theee degenerate times, that “ there is no higher
imterest than that of property.”
I confess, Mr. Chairman, timt I helieve that they
who cherish the memory and desire to preserve the

Fy no less the right |
nds of uffection |

remaing of the mwen who fought for the triumph of |

Bberty over despotism, and who venerate whatever
may {be regarded as a memento of that trinmph,
have a * higher interest” than that of H’ropor‘ty in
this question. I, however, the preservation of pro-
y be the highest interest which we acknow-
n}v, let it be publicly proclaimed, that in the
teet republic of modern times, personal liber-

is discarded—that we have a Venetiau oligar-

3 and that the idea of property is ulone
wegarded.  And let it be proclaimed, too, that, to de-
sermine the precise value of our patriots and the
tum of veneration due to their memory, we cm-
learned men to make such o chemical analysis
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of their remaing, as the argument here would necessa- |

dly suggest, and that we measure out our gratitude in
& precise mathematical ratio to the quantum of bones

ich are found; and, when the horror stricken
sadience shall sicken at the recital, let some repub-

Nean arise and attempt to prove that republics are | had'so well dererved.  And the long array of citizens, s

grateful; or ruther let the proud minion of mon-
archy proclaim the fact 55 a new instance of the in-
tude—the alleged proverbial ingratitude of re-
publics.
There is one other oheervation which I desire to
make, The course this discussion las taken
forces it irresistibly upon my mind. There is,
Mr. Chairman, a wide, very wide, difference be-
tween solemn argument, and rvidicule, witticism,
and sarcasm. I8 ridicole argumenmt? How much
Jogic i there in a sneer? t}wr}‘th‘.ng holy may
be turned Lo ridicule, The infidels of Franece, in the
dghteenth century, ridiculed the doectrines of the
tinn religion.
satire on the truths of the Bible; and yet his sneers
bave not induced us to torn infldels, nor have we Yoen

Voltaire uttered the most biting | r
! lant but ill-fated Montgomery felll He was otherwise

disposed to Lielieve that they proved our Bible false, |

or our religion unfounded,
boly sentiment of respect for the dead is too well
for mded anit tio earnestly entertained by this com.
B DLy 8o be enidicated by o ﬁipfuun,_j--st. Aud 1
win glad to e o assure you, that il the learned
counsel fur Mr, Hoorman has indulged in any ex-
pressions which could be construed by any one into
disrespect for the memory of the dephirted, or fur the
feelings of theirsurviving friends, he must have been
betraved into them by his zeal for his elient; for |
ean vouch for it thut he himself entertains a pro-
found reverence for the dead. Not to do so, would
be to prove false to his lneage—false to the gener-
ous impulses of his hoart—fulse to all those noble
sentimenta by which | know he means to be guided.

Listen, for a moment, to the volee of his doparted
broiher—a brother eminent ot the bar, exalted upon
the bench, and one whose every-day lifo was un il
Tustration of the truths of the Christian religion:
and while I read his sentiments, as expressed in chis

Believe me, sir, that the |
! ged paths of life in public view ; aod though fortane has

book, believe me, =ir, thut [ read the sentiments of |

the learned counsel hingeelf—sentiments which he
would freely expreas in socind life, and which nothing
bat his position as counsel could lead him even to
seem to doubt. That brother =aid, in the case of
Windt v&. The German Reformed Church, (4 Sand-
ford’s Chancery Reports, 476) :—

“1t is painful and deeply abhorrent to the sensi-
bilities of our nature to have the remains of our be-
loved friends and relatives disturbed in their last
homes, and removed by rde and careless hands to a
distant cemetery, not hallowed by any of the asso-
ciations which encircle the consecrated ground where
we have deposited them, in sadness and in sorrow.
T confess that I have not become so much of a phi-
Josopher as to regand the bodies of deceased friends
a8 nothing more nor better than the clods of the
walley: and that my sympathies were strimgly en-
tisted in bebalf of these complainants vindicating
the repoge of the bones of their kindred.”

These are the noble eentiments to which every
heart in this assembly responds, and none more cor-
dially, I am sure, than that of my learned opponcat.
As an advocate, he mauy be earnest in the defence of
his client; but, believe me, sir, a8 a man, for 1 know
him well, you cannot find one impelled by more ge-
nerous sentiments,

Perhaps nothing more need be said by me, hy
way of reply to what has dropped from the learned
ecounsel. He hns made » great many remarks forefgn
$o the dizcuseion before your committee to which no
reply is demanded; such, for instance, as that e
of tie nssistant rectors of Trinity Church, at the
commencemeout of the Revolutionary war, and only
three months and twenty-seven days after the De-
claration of Independence, was opposed to Washing-
ton. The letter of this assistant rector, to which the
counsel referred, was written one month and seven

after Trinity Church was burnt, and it was
rebuilt nntil after the close of the war.

The church was burnt on the twenty-first of Sop-
fember, 1776, and of course no services were per-
formed there alter that time by the Rev. Mr. inglis,
and it is difficult to Jwrrri\'u ow he conld inany
manner have exerted an infleence over its alfiirs.
The learned counc¢l might as well now attempt to

rove that Washington himself, only o few months

fore, was a kingsman and zealously sapported the
crown—and from thence infer that he never com-
manded the revolutionary forces. 1f the counsel,
in the course of his researches, had looked into the
fomrth volnme of the Documentary History. (n.1,077,)
he would have discovered that, at the carllest prac-
ticable moment, the church was placed in the hind s
of a whig vestry. But it is ohjected that thisis o
mr‘hu reh. Itisa grave argument, put forward
all earnestness, that the street should be openad,
because, says the counsel, the political sentiments
of the church were adverse to those of Wash-
ington. Although 1 am unable to perceive
the logical sequence of the argument, let us for n
moment pause to examine the fact. T cannot find
#hat Trinity Church was in any other sense a tory
ehurch than was every other chareh, in the ity of
Wew York, during the war of the Revolutlon, "The
Preshyterian  Church, Dutch Chureh, Methodist
Church, Baptist Church, were each and every oue
d'thﬂnju{'ns much tory churches, for anght th.1
X ean see in the page of history, as was Trinity,
When the city was ocouplied by the British all the
churches were, very probably, under the control of
the royaliste who remained in the dt{‘. and it i= fair
to prefume that a large portion of the iulabitants,
who remained in the city alter it had been evacuated
the American troops, in 1776, and had fallen
nto the hauds of the British, were adberents to the
Srown.

It was & time of civil war. The contest raged
flercely. Fawmilies were divided; churohes were i
wided; brother fought against brother, futher ngainst
pon; and the divisions on questions of politics de-
pended in no respect, that | can perceive, upon the
phase of sect.

the names of the vestry, froin 1772 to

wus o warden from 1784 to 1704,
member of our Conginental Congress, nnd a con-
sistent adberent to the couse of America. Ttobert
R. Liviugston, an andoubted whig. was a vestryman
from 1764 16 1775, and a warden from 1784 to 1745,
Mr, James Deshrosses was @ vestryman from 1774
%0 1779, and & warden from 1770 to IT84.  Peter Van
Bebalek, LL.D., an cminent lawyer and accom.

plished scholar, was a vestryman from 1776 to 1776,
and in 1780, William La wina i vest n from
1777 to 1784, und from 1788 to 1802. Robert Wiits

#rom 1776 1o 1783, and & wurdon in 3787, abd from

| tered by a rothless

| revolution is a matter which has no relevancy to t

| “the long array of citizens” who gathered round his

| 1801: was & fine classical scholar, and was

]

| pointed by Washington to the oﬂudbﬁtﬁﬁx
o the United

tomey of States, Richard Morris |
was o vestryman from 1754 to 1785, He was |
Chief Justice of the Bupreme Court of New York |
of course, a staunch whig. Fran-

of the Declaration of Independence. What then
becomes of the objection that it was peculiarly a
tory church, That there were tories in the church,
I frankly admit; that there were tories in ull the
churches in the city of New York my learned friend
would be compelled to admit, if indeed he admitted

wus peculinrly the tory church in the city of New

er church in

utch Church for cxample, or an
he British ?

the city, during its oceupation h{.

Mr. rmun, however, nhﬁc that it was “a
formerly regnl hierarchy.” What an ar nt in
favor of opening the eirect! Isittrne? Yes; in
the same sense in which it may be said that the |
Duteh Church was a formerly regal hierarchy. In |
1774 every church in New York was under the pro- |

rown of Great Britain; and, if that
be nn argument against them, then tear down the |
churches, and declare a general proscription of |
Christianity: for if the argument means anything, |
it is as good against the observances of rellﬁl?n gen-
erally w8 it is for the purpose for which it is in-

voked.

But this is trifling with the great topic before you. |
Whether whig or tory was in the church during tm l
present question.  We need have nothing now to do |
with the church; and an argoment directed against
it necerearily ruises a collaternl issue which has no-
thing to do with the people’s burying ground, as this
has emphatically always been, and in which no
power could prevent or ever did prevent the inter-
ment of the people’s friends. It is the poor man's
final resting place which you are now besought to
desecrate. They ask vou to exhume the remains
of the poor of two centuries. Arguments addressed
againet the custodians of the cemetery have, in fact,
nothing to do with the question. The interference
which the learned counsel hangs upon the fact that
the assistant rector was opposed to the war when
the revolution broke out, is an inference far-fetched
and positively refuted hy reliable testimony. If, in-
deed the chureh had been in possession of this assistant
rector, it would furnish strong confirmatory evi-
dence that the British did inter the bodies of the
deceased putriots there. They were the prisoners of
the British, und they died in the sugar honses near
the grave yard.  Inshort, it was the very place of
all others where they would be buried if either Bri-
tish or Amerioans had charge of their interment,
and the place where many eoncurring sources of evi-
dence prove they were in fact interred. Of course
the American prisoners were buried by thelr British
captors, and it js most natural to suppose that they
buried them in the City burying yiround: espec
when that gronnd was nearest the place of their
capti\'lt)]' and death. J, Barnitz Bacon,* the sexton,
and the Hon. F.&, Tillon, your recorder, a man whose
neme alone is a sufficient gnaranty for the trath of any
statement he may make; and the affidavit of General
Height, the Commander-in-Chief of the Veterans of
the second war of Independence, skhow that some, at

ing influences which have been exerted by fhat
bile institution upon the sons
a word, the benefactions of
tin h&:dh'x‘m
ra present
:.wlu‘s}gmdm&ll;amd
s ml'r 5
This, then, i the use which the church makes of
“";ﬂml- Anlll;nult present a topic for ¥r. Boor-

man's

Who is it that demands that this street should be

mﬁc Jttem to .t:dl.hth respectabilit n}
af u

Mr. Boorman, 15: ﬂ:ﬁ? y W&ﬂ:

v

nor his charities.
these considerations neither g:u nor
anything to do. He may rich ae

:rm, munificent as & prince, benevolent as Howard,
or
whic
to consider the act
that judge the g
relate to that very tion,
for it would be doing violence to my duty as 3 man,
to my obligntions as counsel, to turn nside from the
particular act under consideration to consider the
general tenor of any man's life, either to bep-aise or
censure it. Chancer says :—

“ Loke who is most vertuons alway

Prlmnndns;tsndmﬂeﬂmkthu:

:

1 deem it ulwuys safe to pursue, and that is
o wp:a done, avd from

To do the dedes that he can
And take him for the greatest gentleman.”

If Mr, Boorman comes up to this standard, as his

| coungel asserts, and 1 do not deny, then he isa true

gentleman, But how does that demonstrate that

this strect should be opened. The nt

seem to be, * Mr. Boorman Is & gentleman, there-

!‘om:i the street should be opened through the church-
ara.

g Mr. Boorman is, T am told, an English genteman,

who has been in this country many years, and has

dnrinﬂ his stay here, amassed wealth. Be it
so. He is the very man whom [ shonld t o be
foremost in such & project as this. He no rela-

tive, I presume, who distinguished himsell’ in the
battles of the revolution. No patriot ancestor of his
lies mouldering in that sacred ground—no wife over
whore corse his tenrs of sorrow were shed—no bro-
ther, no sister, no mother buried there. Nor can it

Le expected that his bosom should swell with patri- |
otic emotions for the remains of the warrior dead. |

1 have yet to learn, that in England, in her cottages
or in her palaces, uny praise was ever yet bestowed
upon the heroes of our Revolution. In all places,
there, among high and low, they are alike regarded
und often spoken of as successiul rebels. England
cun never forget that once we were England’s colo-
nies, und would have been England’s colonies still,
but for the efforts of the very men some of whom

rest in yonder churchyard. Nurtured where such |

feeling="nre prevalent, and seeking our shores after
the Revolution had been suee
at all Hurﬂ:“i
lowed feeling for the memory of the patriots whose
lives were sacrificed in our struggle for liberty.
What participation, Mr. Chairman, had Mr, Boor-
man in the p
to secure the respectful interment of deceased Amer-
icans ubroad ? 1 ask becanse 1am told that he at-
tended the meelluf of that society at the Taber-
nacle, and was particularly solicitous that our gov-
ernment should take measures to procure a place of
sepulture in consecrated ground for Americans who
die abroad ?

least, of the faithful soldiers of the Revolution lie
interred in the line of the proposed street.t The
same thing is repeated in the report of a committee
i It is stated in the
Life of General Lamb that he was buried in Trinity
churchyard, and I am informed by Mr. Bleecker that
lie was buried on the north side of the church, See
Lenke's admimble Life of Gemeral Lamb, page 356,
where it is stated that—

General Lamb Lind been Vice-President of the Cincinnati:
once while Baron Steuben wae President; and alterwards
under George Clinton.  He was borne to the grave in
Trinity churchyard, followed by the members of that so-
ciety. He was buried with the military honors which he

they attendiad him to the tomb, attealed the respeet
which his virtues, Lis bravery and worth had universally
commaunided.

The following obitnary notice, ascribed at the
time to the pen of Dr. Peter Irving, is extracted
from Denuniston’s paper:—

1low sleep the brave who sink to rest,
With all their country's wishes blest.

On Saturday morning departed for a better world our
mueh respected fellow-citizen, General Johin Lamb; who,
tothe nnbending houor and martial spirit of & sollier—
to the unshinken integrity of a real patriot, added the
humane and benevolent virtues of o philanthropist,

He distinguished himself throughont our revolution-
ary strugple.  He lost an eye at Quebee, where the gal-

severely wounded; was eaptured, and sulfered the hard-
shipw af impriscnment in sesisting the cause of froedom
and his eountry.

General Lamb has from enrly manhood trod the rug-

pot anecothed los descent intu the vale of years, no:
peatiered roses in L= path, yot he bas ever preserved o
urity of character which even the Lreath of detraction
e not dared to sully.

Yeuce be to his aslies! Tl 2 gone into the presence
of that Being who will reward his virtues.  Thoe hiessing
of misfortune's ehildren waft his spirit onward. while
the tenrs of the veteran pateiots who fought and eon-
guered by hid slde embalm his memory,

“ Peace be Lo his ashes ! anid the voice of his =ar-
viving friend se the remains of General Lamb were
eommitted to what that friend fomdly sapposed was
thedr flual resting-place.  But those who desire to

open Albany street declare that there 12 no final
resting- s no ¢ pence to the ashes™ of the pa-
triot dead. “He was butied with the militiry hon-
org he had so well deserved!" says the biographer,

How strangely would it have sounded in the cars of

tomb, il some ‘lmrn;nln-ﬁv voice had declared that
those “military honors” should not avail to protect
his hones from exhemation,

I have referred to the hlngmfph\' of General Lamb
merely to prove that officers of the Revolution have
been buried in Trinity Chureh-yard : that many such
were buried there during the war is proved by tradi-
tion, as well as the other evidence before your com-
mittee ; and a tradition so generally believed in b
the peaple would of itself be sufficient to establi
any historical fact. Bat if' it were admitted that no
such officers or soldiers were interred there durin
the war, it i< heyond all controversy that many sue
were buried there after the close of the struggle.
This is not denied, and is nndeniable.

But the counsel snggests that there is no tomb-
stone bearing an insoription showing that the re-
mains of Revolutionary saldiers were Interred there.

Where is the tombstone of the r soldier?
Where is the marble slab that marks the last resting
place of Sir John Moore? Who is there living that
can point out the place where Leonidas and the
Spartan band who fell at Thermopyl®e were sepul-
tured ? What living witness can state that he saw
the hattle of Pharsalin, and can desiznate the tombs
of the Roman republican soldiers who fell there?
By the same course of argument “which the counsel
pursued, it might be proved that the great battles of
antiquity were never fought. 1t would be diffienitto
‘H’U\'I' by sucha standard of evidence that George

NVashington ever lived ; that the artillery of the re-
volution iteell ever flashed upon the midnight of
despoti=m, and harbingered the dawn of liberty ; |
that Waterloo ever trembled beneath the tread of |
British legions, or resounded with the thunder of
Napoleon's eannon,  Indeed, the argument wonld go

much further, and prove the non-existence of every-
thing but the present, All the records of the past
are but traditions ; history itse!f is but written tra-
dition—and shall we therefore deny its teachings ?
The uuepitaphed heroes of the revolution, slangh-
enemy, burled in dishonor, |
will live forever in the hearts of their eoun- |
trymen : and  the fact” that no  marble, with
its storfed inscriptions, marks thelr final restiog
place; thut no pillar, rosgh with senlptore, points |
out the spot where the old veterins' deathless acts |
were (displayed, is 8 cogent argument against dis- |
turbing l.'lu-{r remuins—reniing which consecrate |
every Inch of ground where they lie foterred. No
piwer on earth con divest thot gronnd of the hal- |
lowed associntions with which it is emboalmed in the
hewrts of the people.

Pt it i< objected that this i= an avaricions corpor-

ation, [ deny it, «ir. The benefactions of this
thureh bave been almost aubounded. They have
contributed towards the spread of the Gospel not
only, but townrds almest every ohject embraced
within the tenn eity improvement. They have |
given to the city—freely given, lands for strects, |

fere, markets, ferries, colleges and churches. (Vide
r. Berrien's History of Trinity Chureh, 367-8—370
to 386.) In 1771 they contributed towards building |
a market on Huds=on river. In 1775 they approprin
two lots on the noith side of Vesoy street for a pler
sud slip.  In 1765 two lots were given to the clty to
establish # ferry from Roosevelt st to Panlus Hook,
which lots are now, T am told, m'uuliinl by James |
Boorman under a claim of title; but I find that the
original grant was ** for the use of said fercy, but
for no other use or purpose whitoscver, el:fmﬂ condi- |
tion that the ferry is to be established and fied
there forever.”  And us thas condition has not been
observed, it may well be doubted whether his title—
the title upon ‘which he vaunts himself—and upon
which he now makes hiz ungenerous attaek on Tri-
nity Charch—is altogether above queation.
n 1786 Trinity Church gave three lots of ground
for the use of the senior pastors of the Preshyterian
congregations of the city. These were lots Nos,
255, 256, 207, Park place,

But time will not allow me to enumernte all the

benefactions of this church. In 1500, they contri-

1 find arong b . "
2 iy . | buted towarde o murket, In 1810, two lots of ground
1777, that _of the Honorable J“‘“‘“r."[‘;‘r:"‘:;;o":‘ad":‘ | for n frec &ehool: and In 1815, o further grant was

made to a free school.  In 1742, this church granted
the land between Murray and Barelay streets, extend-
ing from Church street to the river, for the erection
and endowment of a college, und old Columbia still

i violation of the policy of the law Lo o

Cty, s
contrary. To prove that any act of theirs was |
right, requirea nn grgument; to show that it was |

that ohject ¥ What a picture of consistent, disin-
terested bhenevolence is presented by this devotion
of Mr. Boorman to the accomplishment of so desira-
ble an object as the Emuuremeut of a place of misul-
ture in consecrated ground for our country-
men who died in France, Austria, and Italy,
while he is at the same time pmpusln[.i & measure
which involves the necessity of digging up the
bones of our revolutionary patriots at home! Is
this a fair epecimen of Mr. Boorman’s benevolence ?
I hope not. I trust there is some mistake in regard

to the matter. Suppose Trinity Church had pro- |

I‘lo&rd to erect stores on the ground which ir now
erired hr Mr. Boorman for this street: how clamo-
rons would then have been the objections to the
proposed desecration of the sacred remains of the
dead, Isit not fair to presume that Mr. Boorman
wounld have employed counsel to appear before a
committee of your board, and protest in thunder
tones ngainet the threatened outrage. And then
you would have heard the indignant denunciations
of his eloquence, demanding that the act should be
arrvested as one which, if consumated, would ont-
rage nll the better sentiments of humanity, and do

violence to the settled, fixed, unalterable will of the |

seople. And who are Mr.Boorman's fellow-petitioners?
know not, A long list was once presented to me as
the names ol those who were said to have petitioned
for the opening of thisstreet; but, so many of those
gentlemen have declared that their names were
either in effect forged to the petition, or, if they had

really signed such a document, it was without a |

knowledge of its coutents, and cither fulse pretences
or a suppression of the truth must iave been used to
procure theiv signatures, thut 1 know not who ave
now hig pssociates. A fraud so base as that is

worthy only of another genjus than that of Mr. |

Booi .

‘5

pentleman is governed.
stinnie he o
than fiunk, ploin and straight-forward in what he
dees, e nover oan stoopto o low o felony s that
of procuring signaturves by fulse pretences, or even
Ly a suppression of the truth.
Who oppeses the r"

Trinity Church. And here be it remarked that
Triuity Church has refused a large sum of money to
allow the street to be opened. If she had been
selfish, unprineipled and vile, as she is represented,
wonld she not have necepted $62,000 in 1834, to al-
low that to be taken which is of no possible pecuni-
ary value to her, and which in effect belongs to the
relatives and friends of those who are interred in
her vaults, This one fact is a sufficient refutation of
all the calumnies uttered a
her own pecuniary interests. Bhe refuses a large
sum of money, and still proves faithful to her trust.
For it is plain enough that if, in 1834, the Fmperty
of Trinity Church was assessed at $62,000, it would

I can scarcely believe that the frauk,
Inin spoken old Englishman would do such a thing.

Wrong he may be—ob-

now, owing to the immense appreciation of lota in
that ne hood, be estimated at 200,000 at the |
least. And think

you, Mr, Chalrman, that tb;ﬂﬁm-
rty-holders in that neighborhood would be ng

y such o sum for opening this street? If they
old‘::ted to the pa{.uun of $62,000 in 1834, pa too
onerons then, think you that they will deem $300,000
now any less burdensome? Sir, the property-holders
will be among the most zealous opponenta of the
measure, and the expensive proceedings to open
this street must ultimately be discontinued, and the
costs incurred charged to the city, under the aus-
piuios lilf the relfionﬁ adm&nls‘ltaltli:n.i i

n the second place, the n ation is opposed

such men as the Hon F. R, {:lfilnu, r derb—-y

the noble, public spirited, patriotic reformer, Tillou; |
ever in the van of whatever movement for the public |

fnod—snd of such men ns Capt. Tillon, General
Tnight, Mr. Townsend, and many others who have
friends and relutives buried there. The Recorder
has twenty-two relatives who are buried in the line

| of the proposed strect.  These men oppose it on the
gronnd that it would be an nnnecessary and ruthless |

desecrution of the dead.,

Aguin, it would cost, aceording to the estimates
made, nearly £100,000 to disinter and remove the
bodies Imried there.  This, too, whatever it be, must
be added to the assessment to be paid by the propert:
holders or by the city. Will they thang you lor &
an additional burden ?

Having said thus much negatively by way of a re-
ply to the argument of the learned counsel for the
applicants, for the opening of the street, and of the
persons who ask for, nud those whio oppose the mea-

| #tire, permit me now to say a few words by way of

affirmative argument againgt that mensure,
Aund now, Mr. Chairman, I propose, in my owa
bumble way, to ofier rome SImm‘sl[lon.H. to show-—
First, Thut the proposed opening of Albany street
would be an act in derogation of the grant made b
the city of New York to Trinity Churel in 1708,

| and that it would be a repudistion of a solemn cone

pict between the city o8 grantor and the church as
grantee,

sSecomd, That It isnot demanded by public necessity,

Third, I shall endeavor to show that it would be a

wn this street.

Fourth, 1 shall, in conclusion, urge |[1m1. Christioni-
ty iz a partof the law of the land, and that it wonld
be & violation of the preceptsand spirit of Christiani-
ty thus to scatter to the four winds of heaven the
ushes of the dead.

Nor ghall 1 offer any apology for presenting such
considerations to gentletien selected, as you have so
recently been, from the body of your fellow citlzens,
to oceupy the high and honorabfe positions you now
hold—selected becanse of your known probity and
true moral worth in the community. Why are we not
discussing the question before the Board of Aldermen
of 18537 Is it nol becanse the spirit of the honest
masses was aroused during the recent election in this
city, and becanse that spirvit demanded that honora-
hle men should be selected to fill the places yon new
hold, in the stead of those in whom they could no
longer place confidence. You are not at !l embar-
mssed by the action of the Board of Alde
whose places
of furnishing evidence of the right in this communi-
the rather regavded as cozent evidence of the

wrong, but the sngoestion that they were its nn-
thore. 1 <ponk, of course, of the majority of the lite
Common Louncil.  There were men, in both Boards,
of greut moral worth—men ns highly csteemed ux
any others in the city, aud who "have passed
throuigh thut ordeal unseathod, Dot it iv needless
to promonee their praises,  Ihoir worth has been
appreciated by the nnerring Insiluets of their con-

ht 1know: but I have a rule laid downfor me |

, it would not be |
sing if Mr. Boorman entertains no hal- |

gsof the Protestant Bociety”

Is he not now soliciting our govern- |
ment to take measures for the accomplishment of |

t i at wor with the traditions by which an English |

Le: but he never ean be otherwise |

wening of the street? First, |

inst her. She opposes '

rmen
you now flll: any act of theirs, fstead |

. in the resolutions before you possess any binding
Gentlemen, ,in the full tide of
| e Jeridna ai ‘contr

int, seized i 2 e things
straint, sel as well as thin
mm.mdltum:‘:i‘u

memorable like

termination of th

ever- proud prince of
B:lglon.tbquhndnm the a ces of
God's house; and, while revelling in vain boasta of
th:lllr h , AN umm%m wdupﬁ ohnn the
Wi tha bathed H;Mul.ng, charne-
| ters of m.ﬁm. mene, tekel stn,”"—*“Thou
| art weighed in the balances an fomdmtl.nﬁ"

Do you wish to complete their t—to_fol-
low their example? 1 will not .,:glhm

their fate: for I know that
e
the: wﬂvl

| selves will not be regarded by
:un Council, and that they will
&he{:ﬂnteinhm
-constituted com-

| of their constituents, although
alike the public admonitions and
of busy members of dictatorial, sel
mittees of interference.

Let us, then, approach the.consideration of the
question with no g‘gellns of embarrassment, that we
are called on to repeal n law—for no law has yet

v t'll::s It hum wbo!?n “a:'
A new proposition. no of autho
to coml;nend it to favorable oouddnmﬂun{
What, then, is it which is ht on the one hand
to be done, and which, on the r hand, we strenu-
| ously resist. You are called upon to lend your sanc-

&ti?t toa gﬂﬂﬂm todulmme the bodies of E:::

or DUBAD THONA, AMONE whom
5 o Peld.bu of the Revolution
whoee ag earth

cers and Bl
lie mouldering with their
A proposition to do an act, the
which is so :tarlliﬂg de careful serutiny into
the rights with w ch it interferes, and the grounds
on w t is urged.
1. The opening of this street would be a violation
t and compact. The ground pro-
d to be taken was used as a common place of
rial for all denominations, for nearly a century
before Trinity Church was built. 1t was set 1:1
by the Dutcl, and by them consecrated as & e
sacred to the last rites which se the dead from
the living. Here, without the walls of the city, be-
| yond the sound of the active pursuits of life, where
D maaea oyt & dosg valiog e 1he
se o Reql apot, in a deep v ¥
lagt mﬁn?&m for the honored dead, 'l’ie affec-
tionate mother, the honored father, were here placed
gide by side; the tender, loving wife, and the devoted
husband, whose remains were interred, were deemed
gafe from Vandal hands, and their humble graves be-
spoke at once the poverty of their origin and their de-
voted regard for the sanctity of the tomb. Andhcre
let us not forget, that these were not members of the
Episcopal Church, Nosir: their associations were
with that glorious band of Hollanders who sought
clvil and religious liberty on the newly settled shores
of New rdam. For these, then, I plead—for
the dead, who cannot ak, Not for Trinity
Church—not for the vestry of that church—but for
those who were alien to its services—nurtured in
the faith of our venerated Reformed Dutch Church,
and whose mortal remains were committed to their
mother earth, consecrated by services performed in
| a language unknown to the church now called
Trinity—end whose tombs were inscribed nearly
century before Trinity Church had an existence.
Now, &ir, let me remind your honorable committee
that even if Trinity Church were obnoxious to all
the objections which have been urged against it
here, even if this sbusive pamphlet were true as it
| i falee, it would in no respect invalidate the con-
| siderations 1 press wpon yom. who were

built, cannot, by any sop. , be made re-
| sponsible for its ac urhlmuim For the
| honored dead 1 speak, and in their name
! I protest against the threatened exhumation—in
| the name of the tens of thousands who, if yon
| conld call them from their dark charnel-house,
. would appear in their white robes and protest
against this act. And how would such an_objection
‘ appear in the face of such an audience? Would an

h ]
buried nearly a century before Trinity Church was | ThgC doon, e dead of thls ol

£

=

sgia

course, its

ould be placed upon it. And would an
:m.vegmw&mmtﬂutm pu.N.IYo
much beuefitted as to

It

P

speculators,
Boorman would then object to the

of
lots, upon the ground that it would %
private for private uses, and the
mldbapm. .
The plain 3
counsel , that the
ehmhylrd'mrmnmhhg; that it
n,

of arsesament, and the o)
:yﬂ.l'gl very handsome & Il]lﬂ;ll
an avenue to their lots;

t will open

m
lation is certain; the loes, the
penny. Did they not kmow, purchased
lots, that the church stood there?! Has the
church deceived them by closing an avenne to their
roperty ! ‘That is not pretended : all they ask is,
Eb.ar the church will dﬂ“ away its lands; or, rather,
they modestly ask, that you should forcibly confis-
cute the of this church—that lots, which
have been purchased st low prices, may, in Mr.
materially enhanced in value.”

a bold, bad project, for which no excuse, no apolo,
g < project, : pology

it. Iam one of those who believe that the instincts
of the people are sure to be right. Hear what the
unbinssed expression of the press
And when I speak of the press, allow me to

you that our newspaj ta true mirror of
popular sentiment, The of the world, for a
day, is contained in each lssue. " I speak not now of
cards inserted in the n ra by the parties in-
terested in this measure, of M articles,
written in ne pera sbove the taint of suspicion
—newspapers which the parties to the controvers
cannot influence, much less control, and whose edi-
tors are men too pure to listen to an; but the
dictates of duty. Such, for example, as the Com-
mercial Advertiser, and the éther papers which have

Episco churches alike protest agninst it.
Hear what the editor of the Freeman's Journal
on the subject:—*‘But on the score of human de- |

cency we protest o needless, and, as far as
the public at large are concerned, a tlesa out- |
rage upon the mortal remains of mu]titli aii ‘:I" the
n ear-
lier times."—( Freeman's Jowrnal, of 22d February,
1854.) And the Citizen, with the warmth and
earnestness which ever glow in the honest hearts of
Irjshmen—men illustrious for a eelf-sacrificing devo-
tion, almost unknown to any other single race—

argnment that, a century after their interment, |
another claga of men had arisen who had erecteda |

temple near the remains of the dead, and that tem-
ple had since then not heen in proper hands, be re-
| garded as an answer to their appeal? No, gir; no.
| But, less by implication it may be said that 1 admit
the force of the objections urged against Trinit
Church, permit me to say, on the contrary, that
think that church worthy of all honor; entitled to
unmeugured praige for the firm course it has or-
merly taken, no matter at what pecuniary loss, to
protect the remaing of the dead; and I for one, as
member of the Dutch Church, thank them on behalf
of the old Dutch families, whose remains t‘hﬁy have
guarded with such commendable fidelity. Nor do I
perceive, in the long history of the various proceed-
ings to open an avenue throngh the bones of our
Manhattanese ancestors, that Trinity Chaorch has
purkucd any other conrse than that pointed ont by
he pole star of roligion
To resume my history of the and.  After it
Tad heen ocenpied by the Dutch and their snccessors
a8 a ity buryinz ground, for nearly a century, the
ity of New York, in 1703, gran it, under the
broad seal of the corporation of New York, to the
orporntion of Trinity Church, to be held by the
grantees a2 & perpetual place of sepulture for the
people of the city of New York, of all denomina-
ions, il lrrespective of the condition or circum-
tlinces, race or lineage of those whose bodies were
o be committed to that consecrated ground. To
prrovide against the possibility of the rejection of the
g-mr. a very small sum was preseribed as a stated
urinl fee, npon the payment of which the sexton
" was bound to commit earth to earth and dust to
dost, or the estate of the church in the grounds
would have been forfeited. In consequence of the
the facility for making interments there, and
the low rates to be paid for such inter-
ments, it became the common and most nsual
place of Dburial, and #o continued down to
#28, when the ordinance of this city was
forbidding further buriale, 1t is generally estimated
that from thirty to forty thousand persons have been
interred there. 1 know that the estimate is dis-
frutedb the applicants for this measure; but, so
ong as I can vouch for my statement, the report of
| the committee of the Board of Aldermen, made in
| 1847, and the other evidence before I’yu:u' committee,
I may well nssume the aceu of the statement,
l without stopping to prove it. Now let us revert for
a moment to the grant, The t of the city to
| the church expresses nnbﬁl.antiﬁ!y that the ground
| shall be held by the church in fee simple forever, as
a general bu ground. In derogation of that
| grant, the same city now secks to seize the propert;

| which it once solemnly granted, and appropriate it |

| to the aid of a private aiec
pleage, for the eake of the
}mrpoee of opening an unnecessary street,
1 other words, it is proposed to this city to repudi-
ate the grant so sole mide, and to treat it as
though its corpornl.e th were not irrevocably
rtec]ged to the literal fultilment of all the terms of
hat grant. To fllustrate: Buppose, Mr. Chairman,
d

of

ulation; or, if you

o gentleman were to convey to you a piece of groun

upon trust that youn should hold it for the henefit

the living poor, and apply its proceeds to their s

port, and afterwards the &mm should himself
+ecek toevade the grant. Would not all the world
‘ deg;m ltllm :’f.l dishonorable, and execrate his memo-
| ry ut that is just what it is now proposed to the
(-eorporation of New York to do in ti]:i? matter; the
| only difference being that the corporation created a

trust for the benefit of their dead, the trust in the
| case anp{:mﬂ be!:lg for the benefit of the living.
. Shall such an act of bad faith receive the sanction
of honest men? To repudinte a bond was thonght
to imply peculiar dishonor in the State of Missis-
sippi, and fostened an indelible blot on her fair
escutcheon; and shall we be wo illiberal as to pro-
nounce Mississippi infamous for repudiating her
houds, whilst we .at the same time repudiate our
decds?  Sir, you will not tlerate u ditinc-
tion between M ippiand New York. The bonds
of Mississippl were issued for contemplated public
improvements, the repudistion was placed on
grounds of publie policy, Suach was the aﬁullnw pre-
tence ; and be assured that no arguments were
want’m% to show, in quite as specious langunage as
any which can be used here, that when pnhﬁ:n uliey
demands repudiation, the people must repndint-. 50
here it is said that public policy demands that the
city should repudiate its grant for the benefit of this
pseudo improvement ; t believe me, sir, that
Eublic DPUI cy which demands the sacrifice of the

onor of a State or a city, must be more rnll:mblo,
more urgent, more strikingly imperative than any
P:uen by this appli n. Publie policy, the

w and the dictates of morality—1 will not add, of
common honesty—concur to condemn the proposed

nct, Bir, this 8 no ordinary repudiation. It is
not merely repudiating & com with the living,
| but a solemn oo with the dead. For the

PIC

| sumn paid as o blrrllheo. the city, through its custo-
| dian Trinity Church, entered into a solemn compact

with eleven generations of men who have now long
#ince ceased to mingle with the affairs of the living,
| that the remaing resting in that ground, should lie
| there without molestation, and the burial-gronnd
| should be forever a sncred place of deposit for their
ashes. These parties are the beneficiaries of the
trust vested in Trinity Church, and to open this
street would he to repudinte that solemn compact
between the living and the dewd.  Shall such a com-
rmh' repudiated with impunity ¥ Dut it is =aid,
hat the great interests of commerce demand it
Believe me, sir,

Gt b an implous greatness,

And mixed with too much horror to be be envied. !

11, But, sir, I deny that the interests of commerce
demand it.  The piblic dovs not demand it. You
are ealled upon by o lew private individaals ouly,
What giert public jatorest demands it? Do the
merchants demand it 7 Nosir ; they ask not for it.
Do the carmen sk for it ? The grade of Thames ond
Rector strect—and the grade of Albany street would

argument, for the |

]
]
|

|
.

|

thus utters the sentiment of jts large circle of read-
ers :—*This attempt to violate the resting place of
the dead has excited general indigmation.”—(Citi-
zen, 20th Februmg"; 854.) T have selected these
iwo newspapers, because no man who has any
knowled
ducted will venture to sugg
influenced by nny other motive in J)e
ticles than to express an honest indignation at the
threatened perpetration of such an out against
the ¢‘.I¢ep-|;1zuue§IJ conviction of all classes, of whatever
lineage, race,or sect.

Nor does this application come commended by a
compliance with the rules of law in regard to de-

that they could be
ng such ar-

voting property to the use of a street. It is not an
application to take private property for public uses;
to do which it is to show that public
Sotaly Sirent aapect, Tastead of belog an spplk
to rent aspe ng an appli-
|:alt.ic|r|"1‘r to take private property for public uses, %t is

an attempt to take property already dedicated to

public nses for the purpose

o g up e bomer |

ve the lots desirable fronts |

Believe me, sir, popular sentiment is sed to
the opening of this A more unj mea- |
sure could not be suggested. Submit question
to the petg:!e, and nine-tenths of the whole f |
tion would vote against it. This, of iteelf, is suffi-
cient to show that the public interests do not demand

18 in regard to it. |
remind

' it were of
: lm-!!

contained editorials on this question. Am a t
has been made to imgnrt a sectarian character I
this controversy, but it is signally out of 2

It is not a war of sects e ous
expression of whatever sect is against the |
measure — Catholies, Methodists, Preshyterians

and Boptists, members of the Dutch and |

of the gentlemen by whom they arc con- |

of subjecting that public |

property to forward the interests of a mere private |

In other words, to take

speculation,
ropriated to the use

ready so‘lrnml{ &Fgl
and devote it to the
of city lots, and br i‘ni them into murket; and
this, tco, not at the behest of the public, but upon
the upp]ic:l.ﬁon of a few individuals. If, however,
this cemetry is to be regarded as private property,
then it is equally ohjectionable; for then it secks to
take private property for private uses, in violation
of the constitution. ** The constitution, by authoriz-
ing the allaﬁmprini jon of private property to public
uee, jmpliedly declares that, for any other uee,
private property hall not be taken from one, and ap-
lied to the private use of unother. Itis in viola-
ion of nutural right. 1f it is not in violation of the
letter of the constitution, it isof its spirit, and can-
not be su&pm'ted." (Oginiun of the Supreme
Court in the matter of Albany street, 11 Wend.

150.

1’&0 right of eminent domain, whatever it miy he—
and I shall not sto{: to define it—has no application
to ench a case as this; for there ia no great state or
public necessity re ufrinx it, no public convenience
1o be subserved by it; and the existence of either
the ity or {Iw conveni must be demon-
strated to exist to justify its seizure in pursuance of
the right of eminent domain. (American Print
Works agt. Lawrence, Ch. J. Greene's Opinion, p.

roperty al- |
cythe pu{rlic, !
urpose of enhancing the value |

| tions of our land are unknown, bi

270,

I].)l. 1t would be a violation of the policy of the !
law to open the street. (See Beatty v. Kerrs, 2.
Peters' Rep. 566, 7 Term Besﬁ 723.}( the case of |
Hunter agt. the Trustees of Sandy Hill, re d in |
ke 6th vol. Hill's Reporte, p. 407, Judge Beardsley !

1

sald:—
“Dedication, os the term is used in reference to |
this subject, isthe act of devoting or giving property |
for somne proper object, and in =uch manner as
conclude the owner. The law which governs such |
cnees ig anomalons, Under it rights are parted with
and acquired in modes and by means unusual and pe-
culiar,  Ordinarily, some conveyance or written in- |
strument is required to transmit a right to real pro- |
perty, but the law applicable to dedication is differ-
ent.” A dedication may be made without writing,
by act in“Pais as well a8 by deed. It is not at
necessary that the owner should part with the title
which ke has; for dedication has respect to the
zession, and not to the permanent e, Its effect
is not to deprive a party of title to his lands, but to
estop him, while the dedication continues in force,

from asserting that right of exclusive possession |

]

!

and enjoyment which the owner of pmgert ordi-
narily has, (Cincinnati against Lessee of White, 6
T'et. Rep. 431, 438.) The principle upon which the
estoppel rests is that it wonld be dishonest, iinmoral
or indecent, and, in some instance even sacrili-
glous, to reclnim at pleasure property which has been
solemnly devoted to the use of the public, or in fur-
therance of some charitable or pions object. The
law, therefore, willnot gnzrmit auy one thus to break
his own plighted faith to disappoint honest expecta-
tions thus excited, and uvpon which reliance has
been placed. The principle is one of sound mor-
als und of most obvious equity, and is, in the strict-
ot sense, o part of the law of the land. It is known
n all courts, aud may as well be enforced at law as
1 Cguity,

Al Jl'l'.r.-y land in question was dedicated as a grave-
yird, and the ashes of the dead shall be allowed to
iepoge in undisturbed eolitude and quiet. The

rave is hallowed. This eentiment is deeply seated

n the buman heart, and is all univ . Itex-
#ts with renrcely less Intensit strength in the
biesst of the savoge than in that of the civilized
man, icpelling any rude roach to the resting

[
place of the dead, and l'otbhﬂing. ns sacriligious, its |

use for any of the secular and common purposes of
life.. A just deference to this sentiment, und a pro-
ﬁ" respect for the feelings of those whose friends

ave been buried in the ind now in contest, are
whully incompatible with the right to exclusive pos-
session ret up by the plaintift.”

This i the langunge of one of the ablest jurista
of this S8tate. Nothing that 1 conld say would add
toits force. Why, does it not emphatically a&lpl{
to this ground?  Has R not been solemnl Iy e~
eated and devoted “ to the use of the public?” Wil
the law, therefore, paxmit any one to break the
plighted faith of the city, and sisappoint the honest
txpectations excited by this pledge of that faith,
upon which it has been “used for this pions ohjeet”
—and should not “the ashes of the dead be allowed
to repose in undistarbed solitade and quiet?” Turn
tor & moment from this language of the conrts to the
expressions of the Leglslature.  What does our stat-
ute suy furegard to the removal of dead bodies from
thelrgravest (2 .8, 683, sco. 13:) “Every persth
who shall remove the dead body of any buman belng
fie the ginye or other place of Inteérmment, for the
purpese of selling the snine, or for the purpose of dis-
section, or lrom inere wantonness, shall, upon con-
vietlom, Le punished by imprisonment in o State
prison not excecding five *years, or in a county jall
not exceeding one year, or by a fine not exceeding
five huodred dollars, or by both such fine and im-
pricosmeent,” Lot us mark the lan
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pamphleteer representing and advocating Mr. Boor-
mln‘: interest, whoeveg he may be, a@ thig
the gins.
mind, the self-denying constane; the
.innfndmhfnthnl. large sum of m’ ¥, and
continuing fai to her trust, is above f

IV, There is_another source of law %o which [
must beg to call your attention. It is found in a
book of paramount anthority—the Bible. But some
may say that the Bible is not the law of the land.
Hear what Lord Chief Justice Best says on the sub-

ot. I read from the case of Bird va. Holbrook, (4

inE. 638.) * It has been argued,” that »
nent judge, “it has been argued that the law does
not compel every line of condnct which humanity or
religion may require; but there is no act which
ty for] that the law will not reach. If
Christinnity would not be, as it |,
has always been held to be,

And I would remind you, sir, that, by our
constitution of 1777, the common law of land
was adopted and made part of the law of the State
of New York, and bas ever continued to be, and
now is, the law of thia State, constantly acted upon
in our courte.

That Christianity forbids the desecration of the
dead reqnires no argument. Ever mince the intro-
duction of Christianity the remains of the dead have
been held sacred. The advent of religion marked
sn :a’nﬁm revolution in the mode of disposing of tha

ead.
The Romans kindled the funeral pyre under the
remains of decensed friends, but when preached
to them, in thrilling tones, the resurection of the
body and the life everlasting, the converts to the
new faith were carefully placed in the Tufa, in sub-
terraneous caverns, where the solemn rites of sepul-
ture were performed the primitive Chri

over their martyred n in days of persecution
and of danger. These caverns remain, as the
catacombs near Rome bear witness. The

wronght sarcophigi, the proud mausoleums, whi
meet the eye of the beholder on every band in the

| O1d World,all bear silent evidence of the

of this sentiment. In a word, he w]

ho can exclaim
“I know that m{aﬂedeamer liveth, and that he shall

stand at the Intter day upon the earth: and though,
after my skin, worms detamznthll body, yet in my
flesh shall I see God,""—he who believes momen-
tous truth must the remains of the dead.
But this branch of the subject more &

belougs to the it than the forum. t me,
therefore, to d it with remark, that the

eloquent sermon of the learned e, Mr. Weston,
has developed all that is necessary to be said on that
subject, in its true light. His very text is suffivi-
ent wi a sermon, und is pecali apposite to
the present occasion. Abraham, the venerable

triarch, purchased land from the children of Heth
or a porpetual burying place. It received the mor-

of the law of Eng- *

-

tal remains of his wife not only, but of Abraham, ,

Ieane, Jacoh and Joseph. The children of Heth °
were true to their grant, observed it faithtully, and
tu this day the buiial pl.:ge is kept sacred. Our fore-
fathers have algo purchaséd a perpetual barying place
n Trinity churchyard, and it is now songlt to be
aken from us, not by one of eurselves, but by n
stranger.  One, to whom all the_glorious. nssocia-
us yield up the
ones of onr futhers to nid bim asa legitimate source
of profit. Shall we yield? No sir, never. I appeal
to you. then, not to ellow this street to be opened.
By all the glorions memories of the past—by all your
brilliant hopes for the futurg of our country, do not

destroy the graves of our Revoluti atriots, by
every consideration of {mblle utility, that one
green spot remain, Let old Trinity stand intact,
und teach the sublime truths of our holy religion to

the two hundred thousand inhabitants within its
incta; and may the daily sermons preached there

e continued, and mieher dead repose in peace be-
neath the shadows of her lofty apire, till the might;
archangel shall come down from heaven, and 8
open the books, and shall set his right foot upon the
sen, and hie left foot upon the m’ﬁ. and swear, by
Him that liveth forever and ever, that time shall be
no longer.

[Nore A.]
HISTORY OF TRINITY CHURCH, IN A PETITION FROM
A DESCENDANT OF A REVOLUTIONARY OFFICER.

T'o the Honorable the Common Counctl of the City of

Now York:— -

The undersigned respectfully joins in the p 3
of many of Inll'n' fellow-citizens to m‘;:ﬁi
body, arking for the repeul of the ce of the
late Cornmon Council, relative to the extension of
Albany strect thmngl; Trinity uhumhm.

In support of his petition, the undersigned be,

leave to present the following facts connected wi
our Revolutio history.

Among the earliest of the patriotic spirits who
marched from their homes to defend the city of
New York against the armies of Great Britain in
1776, were the ments contributed by the coun-
ties of York and Lancaster, in Pennaylvania. They
were mm}md almost entirely of youl:lg men, the
majority of them of German descent, and animated
by the hatred of oppreasion, and enthusiasm in the
canse of [reedom, which distinguishes their race at
the present day.

Five regiments marched from the couuty of York
to New Jersey in July, 1776, and of these two were
detached to form part of the “flying camp”—a
corps of 10,000 men, voted by Congress on June 3,
1776. These two regiments were stationed in the
vicinity of the city of New York. A portion of
them were killed or taken prisoners at the battle of
Brooklyn Heights, and the balance either fell on the
field of battle at the tuking of Fort Washington on
the 16th of November, 1776, or were captured on
that di-astrous occosion, and marched down to the
city., Here they, in common with thousands of
their fellow patilots, suffered unheard of cruelty in
the pricons und sngar houses of New York.

The reginient of Col. Michael Swope, consisting
of cight compauies, snffered severely at Fort Wash-
ington. Death on the field, or by wounnds, or from
1he horrors of the prisons, left but few to retarn to
the green hills of the Codorns,

Ensign snd Adjntant Barnitz, of this regiment,
then but eighteen years old, fell at Fort Washing-
fon with a musket ball in ench lrg. Being carried
to the city poisons with the survivors of his
ment, he wos soon afte

rwardd removed to more com-
fortable quurters in the old house formerly
at No. 9 Enweﬁv. in consequence of the severity o
his wounds, nud at the intercession of an old fami
friend, Major-General Willlam  Alexander—Lord
Stirling, who was then also a prisoner, been
shortly Lefore captured on Long Island. tant
Brrnits here lay with unhealed wounds teen
months ; but during that time he was not ble
to the still greater sufferings of his in
arms, and, with help of the
just mentioned, he was enabled to alleviate their
eaptivity, and to care for their when dead..
ing generally of the Luthern faith, the }[‘mw
yard of that mnmwn,nwlnlng Trinity Church,
(subsenuently the site of Grace Church,) would
have been their appropriate place of barial, but the
church had been destroyed in the conflagration
which oceurred shoitly after the ocoupation of the
city by the British arny, and the burial ground was
unp 1eds
L successful effort was therefore made to obtain a
lace of sepulture in Trinity Churchyard. M}ln-
fant Christian

g-ruiu wWis ulrt-nr}n d | Cay
EBtake's company, of Swope's regiment, composed
of young men of the best families of the town of
York. To these moie particularly, ns being his
more lmnediole comvader, suoh eare as he could af-
ford was given.

¢ stands there asa proud inl of their benefl R { p I « of this #

ot only, but of the early introduetio cience  “tituente, and they have already assomed important  be the same—is so stecp as to uniit for thelr | rection, and we may gother thonoe ‘Emm Of this company. the following were buried in the
31:5 learning into the :luflony url “-‘G',.,," \?lfr; by ;‘l‘“‘l and influential positions in the newly or od go-  tise, und they nsk it not.  Our carmen ave men who | intention and pﬂ]icyrul the law. It depnounces cx- | northwestern n of the groands, at that time
its records present a lively history of the hoaniz. | Yrmment. Az well might it be urged glut the re-  would seorn to travel over the bones of the sacred  hnmetion nsa crime, whether the wiotive be mere | bordering on the water viz.:—Sergeant Peter Haak,

i solutions of the late Common Council in fayor of & dead ; and if this street were made, they would avoid gn!n by selling, or when the person i cven Bergennt John Minks, privates Hugh Dobbins, Hen-

* cop peliiton 4 st {he ent of the argument, ngmi!md. and their resolutiony taumting it = {e L e 4 ¥ a dosire to promote medical science, or when Hoff, I‘mvidr }}r Vo il wm or two

+ Sce note Bat the pul of 1o argumant. the courts, were. hinding wpon sheir succossors, as Dot ¥ le demand it? No,sie. Noo A thouwsand | *“mere wantouness” actontes him. Ineach casé the | " Captafn nrter (of Col. McMas-

§ Bee note C &l the ond of (1o areumont + that the ephemeral expressions of opinion embodied | imes no! oy «o not ask n new stroet within for- | get is alike pronounced unlawful, and s penalty de- | ter's regiment, from the same county) died of wounds

-
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